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Appellant Google Technology Holdings LLC (“Google”) respectfully
responds to the Court’s April 22, 2020 Order granting Google’s unopposed
motion to stay this appeal for ninety days and ordering the parties to advise
the Court how they believe the appeal should proceed within that time. The
United States Patent and Trademark Office is in agreement with the pro-
posal below.

On April 3, 2020, Google sought a 90-day stay of this appeal in order to
permit the Court to hear traditional, in-person argument after the social-dis-
tancing guidelines necessitated by the current health crisis had been relaxed.
On April 22, 2020, the Court granted the requested 90-day stay and ordered
the parties to provide a status update before the stay expires.

At this time, unfortunately, the health crisis remains ongoing, and it is
unclear when in-person arguments will be able to resume safely. Accord-
ingly, Google respectfully requests that the Court allow the 90-day stay to
expire and that the Court schedule this appeal for oral argument, whether in
person or telephonic, at the Court’s convenience.

For all the reasons explained in Google’s request for a stay, Google re-
spectfully maintains that oral argument is appropriate in this appeal and

therefore respectfully requests that the case not be submitted on the briefs.
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First, Google believes the Court will benefit from argument in this case in-

volving complex technology. Second, Google believes that oral argument in

this matter would promote our profession’s goal of obtaining argument expe-

rience for junior attorneys. In furtherance of that goal, Google asked Ms.

Kayali, a 2014 law school graduate and the attorney for Google most knowl-

edgeable about the subject matter, to argue this appeal. If argument occurs

in this matter, it will be Ms. Kayali’s first appellate oral argument.

Counsel for Google discussed the above considerations with counsel for

the Patent and Trademark Office, which is in agreement that the case should

be scheduled for argument at this time.

JULY 21, 2020

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Andrew Trask

Andrew Trask

Kathryn S. Kayali
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CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH TYPEFACE AND WORD-
COUNT LIMITATIONS

I, Andrew Trask, counsel for appellant and a member of the Bar
of this Court, certify, pursuant to Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure
32(2)(1) and 27(d)(2)(A), that the attached Unopposed Response to Order of
April 22) 2020 is proportionally spaced, has a typeface of 14 points or more,

and contains 317 words.
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